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1 of people that s~id a link was either a Rosetta 10:56:31 
2 Stone company site or endo:rsed by Ros'etta, then were 
3 asked the whY 'and did no~ give an answer. I 
4 don't -- I don't believe there' is very much· of that 
5 in the data, if it's in there at all. But, 10:56:44 
6 secondly, for purposes of calculating confusion, we 
7 did not use the verbatim.s_ 
B Q. Go~ng back to the test stimulus, Exhibit D. 
. 9 You were talking earlier about the idea that in your 
10 opinion itt s all of the sponsored l.i:r~,ks together 10:57:09 
1 1 that caus.e confusion, not -- you didn w t look at it 
1 2 on an ad-by-ad basis; is that c'orrect1 
13 HR. ROSS: Jus t goi ng to objec~ that 
14 misstates his prior test~ony. 
15 BY MS. CAROSO: 10:57: 23 
i" 
I 16 Q. Dr. Van Li ere, did you look a~ confusion on 
I.· 
17 an ad-by~ad basis? 
18 A. No, I did not calculate confusion on an 
· 19 ad-by-ad basis_ 
20 Q. If anyone of these ads showed a very low 10:57:46 
i 21 confusion rate when looked at individually, for 
l", 
22 example, zero or one percent, would that affect your 
I 23. conclusion in any way? 
24 A. I believe I've stated, and r want to be 
25 clear about the nature of t~e experiment here. The 10:58:07 
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